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enftr^r 13^ 

( cjiRim 

( qieultft trq irgif'i^viMq ) 

StflRJERT 

^ 7 3^3R, 2004 

aiRtu jiN qRuim 

f^i: ■JjcT % arsraT ^ f^raffw qTfai 3 lie’ll yilc-M (TTtely^)^ HnmTfqT 

Ho 15/6/2003 -jUlll jl .— 1995 4 TOTH?frf§RT ’-tf) HiTech tfop 3Tf§T^m, 

1975 ciaiT tflHH»Jecb tfcp (infer cR^off cfft WETFT, fer tR mdHM 

?[c<F qq OTcpcH qq W£U| 3ft7 SlfcT f^raf^T) f^WTTcfoft, 1995, cpf SIFT 3 

«p. Mfshill: 


1, fanfcHRsId ferffe qfferr cPT qTFR ffejT W t :- 

1.1 PlRsd STTfepTfr $ sfe| EJ5JFT ^WH foTO, 

t^TRK cfft 3#? ^ 3Tm cf5T 3F^EJ JTRf fet W fcp qRFt'M ^P 
Cf5t H^Tfe 7t W 3ik arfcT c£ Fff^t 7?^t 3T2ICTT 13Hqft ^Ft q?t 

TbTFFn FTift, (ffet tJrTS q^ETTcT Tfeg- fet cpfl 
3iajcn g?r 7t f^nrtfcRT Mlfad£iq^$an?cT 0ffe^q>4) (ftnft ^ 
q?^rra iff ^t xrtfj f 3iycn Heng- fth cggr w i|) gt 3rrafe q? cHtf? 
qq qreq&Jt qft ffeifep H4ten fen eft aftl q? fenfep 

<i) 
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ET4t8TT 8 3TERJER 2003 4) 3Tf£RJEHT 40 15/6/2003-4)41^ SRI 
cf?T TT3ft afr I ST^EpR) SS WRT E|t< 4 t 1% i|5I Rts 44 eJ) 3tfcR WET 
mRuhh f^gfcR 9 gjg, 1999 4) aifSRj^PTT 4. 24/1/98-4)4)^41 SRI 

3 T 15 rJ|xRT f^pTT -TTTT | 

1.2 STI^erR) % ?JcT ST^RlEft VJTTET mRuhhI 4 I3SH3I qj4) EfI SFpfR 

4ERg 4?I EfT <jdl4K1, Riildcbl, 3TRTmcRf 44 eRcJ, E34PT 4t gtRf 

^aiRT er4) ^efe)) 3rf§RjEpiT cf?r xtcr 4% 44) 44 ijg4 ei4)«ti 
wet ^ sr4 <4 40 44) 4 44r 3Rt4 4etri 4 aiEpra srt4 ert 
3Tg4EJ 14 ett I 4IchM P|AIHIc|4) EF> 3TSRIR ^4) 1s)d4<S RSI^IR) ERT 

“'to ywici4l ^rrt e4c| ^frn §ri srr griggs eft e>er ft4 44) g4) 
aft sfR w# ss arjqiET ftRn etejt sit fcf> ci ysMicift) e4 stjjtr 
EJET ^ 'Sg 4 E3 tR 4 I ftrtft 4) PlErtcIEFI 4 WEf TpBTTET 44 eS) 

3if§rgxRT 3fR g4| is^fm sri qrcsM ipR ^nntf qig4 444) spr 

EJTfqERT ERT E3 tR gft f^3TT t I fcRtf) 4) 34'lillcich 4 RratcfEP !Rd|Ele)l ER[ 

WH4 f4Ejtf4r qg c(M 4 WfR 4#i fell t I cRnft, <£&ER 
3iRiras4 4 ^4 jer set) f4q t I^ftert f4q?r 14 *<4eri f^gte 5 tt4ter4) 
SRT^i : 4)qiEi^t4vqT'nEnt 4ra44TEiER4-si4t%144 wqn^f i 


i .3 qjgg <ft wet ^Ei 5if4 e 4 f4rq i arftet, 2002 4 30 e^t, 2003 eter Eft 
3f<44 ^nf4d t f44 wet Eft 3prf4 aram " 4) 4l 3nf" erst ggj f 1 
srf4 <4 14^4qui g? qts4 4 ewt4t cj4) wet 1 3t)4t, 1999 4 wra 
Eft 3Tcrf6r qrrf4oi t (f44 ftEnwftg arErfsi 4) .rst gw t) 1 wWci e 4 
3T)ER4f eft WEJ 4) 4) 4) 3TTf w ERF SRI WTWSI EfRig git 44wR 
3itER4i 4 et4 seJ) t afR 4wg 44) 4 f44 gq an^rrat 4) ww eri 
E je4f ert f4EjRnr 4) 4) 4) 3S^ eri 4 3TTW3) 4 44j f4iw "Rtt t 1 

14 **** ^ ^ arf^RRRn 4 14 eters srfM sri 4tq4k oteir gq 

4 : ejert si no4f 4 34 t4et 5nf4ERi4 sri ij 4 44441 4) ^n4 

EJfT4 ert srlETER r 
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1.5 HTf&TO$ % TOFf EfRT Rif fit TOTO gT TO if fctf$TO feTO«£! 

FrfM gRi fin? to wrf i> OTPFffa am toott r| sfk to# Hro<? 
FTfM gjt £ f^ ^n tot l 

1.6 TTTftTO^ % FTTO, STfcT TO cbKUIlrHcb TOEI 3> W if 3l1cFT FTO 

qfkTRf <f> tottottsJ ottoto? ot# ipfr TOft ^eptt TOft afk totto 

TOTOFT ftTO I 5TTf&TO& ^ SHIcl^ilcb OTlft 7J# tfTO TOP ^3cJ TOJpT 

fM to vrtxj c^t i iiiBio,icbTrt srt TO<p ^ftt amro to 
TOrok ^ y-Jl4>i4 kro f^icfr (Fftroift) cfc amro to tost 4 ot^ 
TO^ ^ ?*5TOT ww OTFT 3fk Pwkr Xj4 ftgft FIFRT ftTOoi^ $ 
fcF? *kc| TOJFT Cf5t OTTTTO cTFTcT TOT Pi 44 el 4 4T feR gk| TOTtn <£t 
TOTOTO eTFTcT TO fa^eTTO ftTTO TOT TO TOft> TO TOT OT1TO TO 
TOT? % TOT TOOT OTf^FT ^ TOT TITORfeft 3JOT TOT «rf% 

otto Wr fcFT toTto ?TO i 

1.7 fpTO 6(6) 3> 3FJSR TTlf&TOkt % wft ftcT35 TOTOTCf TOT 27 TOST$t 
2004 ck 3TOTkRT TJTO TO^pTO ^TOlt if OT% fttTR 4)RiJ<t> m $ 
SRp Pk TOT 3TOFR TOFT fc|RTT | f«FT FSTTORf % OTfdPlTO ^TOT^ if 
jftfep TO ^ app frcJR 5Rp £, OT& *flRdch to ^ TOTO 

TO 3Fk fcpETRT TOT fciRgd if TRp TOT^ TO 3l^|EI ftp 4 1 TOT | 
pRFT 16 cf> 3TpTR TO P'TO'fl $ foFJ fiTtfR f%F? TO 3 TPttoJ 
cT82TT/3TPTR TO TJeTRTT 10.9.2004 TOT 1TO fikt4<d TOTORt TOT ftTO 
TOT STT 3fk TO TO f*T?ft ftnrf&Flf TO ^ 3ff%JT ft*TOTf if f^TTO ^R 

frorr totot i wft flro^ fstto# cfft 23 kroro; 2004 tot to 

TOR TOffl TOT^ TO 3Fffa I^TOT TOT SIT I TO TOT ^ TO# t 
TOTFT ^fT W1-S4R fMt ^ f%TO^ FTOTOf ^ TORFT filcnm TO 
TORTO^cT ^f f^TOT t I 

w QItI KI#? otto 3fk OTFT TOg 


• r ->J Tjitsr Tj i-lTii'-i-’k TO^TO 'TffOT^rtFTOffaTTTOfk' (iM^TO) t I TO 
toto cfT fcrf^RTtro cf?r gro TO^ft OT-nft totoitot fif^ronkP 
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t I ?4T44 Tfrf^T ife, M4$4 41444 ife, 

IttftRRT f^xlrM ^4 3fk f^-4 c4 ite 4? 4> 4 4l ’d'S i-l'Sl if ft^Tf ^TKff I? I 

3. 3Tftk4 ft£f44T3Tf, k 3#744T, 4>4 4^1 4 J, u ii47, 

ft^oTT, ^v^eH^ef, ftfcRkk 3fR ^TTW 4K*4Kdl kf if 

fct^cT kfc[4> ^1 t ^ 444R 4T4k 4Tcf 44 l^fpH 443J 7n4 ^ 
.$<3 [$£<*> cT , 4Tf%4? 44 ^RTFTf^ 4#4f if ft^IT « t I 

4. #4T 4J447 3Tf^RFT 1975 ^ k4T 4]e4? ^34 

390461 4> 3^d4d 4Wl1<£d t" 1 4RTft, ^klifcb v4TH 4R44Td 4Nk 
3fft^-cHI if 474 f ( 44 #HT 4]c4> 4iff4744 >d4klrHcR kF4 44 
t k? 44 74T4 ^ 4Tk 44 fcRfr 4444 4t 4R44k kf t I 
fi)4Kl£fl~4 vicHK 4? elK if 4>) ^ d4^ 461 % I 

5 . ftf$FT f£d'4c£ 3TT4RT4> 4ST44ET s[RT 44 44? ft4T 44T t f^ 4T44* 4TcT 

cfr 3T^F TI4 TRf t fuHcF fcT^THWl eRo£ \3£jVl 4RT 41?t ft>4T 4TR4 t 
3fR 44 tf4f 44 TRfpT 4^4 R$4 4Tef 4^441 Pl44 7^ 4TpH4^4 7J4 
3TcTRff TrfrP^Ff if f^FI^ncTT t I ^ ^ 44? ft4T 44T t f% 4R 44 
4kcf 441^ if 444ET tf^f 44 fkkW \3^TPT 4RT J ] U N4I ^ 

3TJ44 4# fcFTlFTT t 344 44T44 3FRTRT ft>4 T^if k t I 

4TfW^t if 4T4k ^T cfc 3TT4T?ff 4?f 4fft4R RT4 4?t t 3fR 
4$T444t £[RT ft4? 44 3Fkreft 4? 3TT4R 44 Rk^O 4TRT 4k ^ M^ld 
41? W 4Tcf 4k: Fk t ft? 44ft \3c4l4 cpf 4RT R^fdd 4RE4 4Tcf 3fk 
EJ^ FZTPT ^RT 3TFjk fcR? 44 4444 fcrfiFT 4iwk ^ 4TeT 4?f 
4kF kkcHSTf, >*KHI4pVcF> ^R-kf, RRh^i t, nlkklk 

44 TRfRT, 4?f44 k^RT, fcRRR 44 RlM u M 3fk tftF 4iff4R u T ^ 
3TJ4R 447 c£rk ^ ^cpfT4 f I skk 4e44T, 4R4 if ^RT ^f f^H 
cflHdl 4R 4Tef 44 pRjfa 1%4T kl 441 t 4tt efR 44 44 iff 4^ 44T4 
f 1 4^k 3R44T, fkk 44444 4F 44TR4 T7 ~~4 "k f^TqT F4 - 

,cp ti'v'cT Vjkl 4Ri iqik^j' fkr q 3 ' k44R 4?4j44 ki. <'R r : 34 k 

f fkT44 ERe^ ^£44 £RT RRRd F4k 4TR 4T 4lcRRI44 4?t t4R4 kl 
44FT t i 3R4 ^ff 4RT ftk 44 3TT4T?ft ^ fcR^RR 44 7^4 
kk f ft? if ^ k4£ ^ff ^ ftFT ^ff 4> 4ef k 3TR4T 44T ^ 
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PtPPrt Pro Ps P toP t toP* PPr Pt Ptro P PiPPrt 
to«* w Pt PPPr P toPT 3tPto tPP PP t i to^ w P PPft 
5nfrrr P dP 3 jttPttoP to to p3 toP t % toiPt sri 
PP lPd TO5 FTR TO TO=T RTO 3TcT S^JpRRT P PPmfarafi Pt 
PlRR TOjP PP Rp t I W P ftPPd P P TO> i PR TOlFT 
IRT ddTlfcd P Pff sTRT 3TTO Rp t I P PP dcbPP) TO 

d i P i f^ch wt P PcRtoPTO t afR toPtott to PP to airor-TOcT 
tot TOP to t I to?|to rrt P antiR to TOPtoP to fProi 
fpTOclP t 1% dlftlTOTOli IRf ddTlfpl PPTOp MIcHM fPPTOcft 
P 3T^TR TOT % 3TRnpRt FTcT P TOFT TOJ t I TO TOT P P^ Pt , 
RlP fpFT Pt Tjfeff PP P dgPtTOd Pt TOtt t afR ?P 

^otstt PraT ■tot t i 

n. ^Pcj;'jgpT 

6 . q i fdTO^di MTRT P Hletl^j TO ^ ddTKd> t alR WpR TOT% TOT 

Pro 2 (73) PtotP ro wPtP PhtomP %Ptto s(3) %toito *nP^<*»i tor 

TOYTO aTFTR'tl 

V. FTTO 


7 . Ptrojc^r PRr 3rPtPm, 1975 Pt tot 9 ^( 1)1 P 3FttPt fPPt 
TOJ P TOST # 'dIHM iJTO TO 3Tp t:- 


1 " totto czrm P Pro toft to$P P Pr to-sirt (6 ) P aPnPr Pt 

Pitot P arg^TR toiPiPPt ^cRTctot jjtot rPP <trj Rrofror 

$?T 7TT #5f Tf TOpF P pR 3TOlRld P , FT 


ijgr Priiu-t. gi«s=r -p toir f tott 5 ^ cinw ^ Pro toto 
c|\-d Pi jflp'i d gT TIT P“Y' TOTR ' ! RTT P RTRT ■3T?F!T PfpHR Y?T TIT 


SFf P ^PcJ TOTR 3 PfPP Pt TOT TOIT P TO^T PPt P ^3pRT 
^TOT Fff Pt RT TORft, TO TOTOT ^JTO P Ptf ?PrT : 
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RdW dF R dT R^ft #dV4?F # 3TTdTd RR dfR dd 

dFFTd cR^ Rt dddRT (6) R 3tcPfcT Rddt R 3TJdTd ddT RR4d 

^eldlcd^ J-lfdRR *jed ; dT 

dddNT (6) R 3idRd Rf Rddt R 3FJdR ddlRR^d WTCTRc^ RRt 
M dHM WTdf XR Mt R feP^F ^Rd ffe R did JJcf R Rd 4 
d<Td c|^ R dcHIdd Rt dHld* 

~<m$ R> ddj dd 3TTdTd dpsF ^eTcfT R Rd R fRd 3Pd RrR R 

R?dT ddT R RTSTT dfR ddg Rdfd R ^T R RdcT d^fR R dT RR ddg 
RdR R 4 ?t R d^iRd dif RRt ft dr Rdfd R Rd R wr Rt^ 
dddlrHch *[ed dR R dT ^dR dldl-d *Jcd dd Rdfdd TJeTdT R R?I R 
^drR ^jed R RdR R fRdT di^n l" 


mRddR R dTd 9R(i)(d) I dHR' ^od R RRM R 

yiRx>HlR drRt W RdfddR dR y^dlclfcldi RRt I. fRRt Rt Rdfdcfr R 
RRdRi Rt RR dd dd 3lfd Rdfdd> M^dNcfl R 3TJHR M^HlcTeft dd 
dfdR dRf fRdT t 1 ddtjd: fd Wd R fRRT RRdd> R Rtf dR dR 
fRdl t I 


dgdPT 

dR^ RRi/'RR R fRRT Rt RdRcp R fRdfdRT RT RR dd dd 3fR 
R dtdd i dddTdeft R 3TfdTd 3RRd did R dd dd R d^dTdeft dd drR 
dR fRdT R I dlfRddR dd dddd ddR f fR ddRR 'did dd cj^R dFTd 
ddR ^dwR dRd .,RT fRdRdR dR d^ RR R Rd dRrd R 
d'R ^ RRgfRi Rt 3d MR i R dR R R^ M 

"^ i $dTcE 3H cH <d I, ddR ^TTqRii "^ r '■■ ^ RRd^;”* -,•. xi; ;- u .-.' 

^dqll R Rdd 3TTdRd RdT ddT dT RfdRt 3TK(ddT dlRddR ^RI 



[HPTt—^3^ .... . 7 

27 Wilt 2004 ftT aft Wf 1'W «l#tffelcf 

aftt <para ft arfemftft ft ftfft fear «n atrfft Prftaar sraaT 
^arara % Tnfftanft aft aft^ fefea 3njfta 3RI4T T3RR stort feaftt 
Tmja -i^l aft i crcga: ^rt aria ft fftrft Praftra? ft aiftf dft *i$ fen 
t i a width! ft ftRRf cjftfe ffen ft jnfftanft aft aftf srftafta 
'■ f jmjrfttf feaf|ft3iWltli^^ f’feaPa fftftdftiftftfftft ftt 
Prftcrftft 3rraicr<h ifWMtfl ft ! fen’fefRd W-iff ftFft rrr nrga 
Ff fftaT % I cTSJTft fftfftn ftd4% WaF'ftRrFlR 7i*f fftfftj w7[ % 
ftafer Ft aaft nr aifftanft irt im Fit aar anftaif aft Ft t 

fftRT FrT ?I4> ft RPTcT RJR FJ t I fTT Rift ft Mlddi^t RrtffpitSec^; ft 
3ft 4 RTR ft 4F aF FIT t fe ftm aft TjaaFT aF ft nFIF 

; ' ; " ; ' v '" : ’ aaiRTFr fttFMrtr-ofta arfftanfftit aft feftt fera^? nar ft Ffea 

' ^fe'SfR fefer w gift i 3Rrft FT? aft: feRTF ft TOja fftaT nrrnT 

^ " ftfe?; ft Rift ft fetTTR ijftft acFTftlftT Ffttfflifnlft anfM ftft W ’ft 

: r ' :; \ TjPrf?aa ftftfftaffiR ffti'WftR fft tot ft sraFr t fe afft Tjam 
; ' ; 5: '' afF ; wr f ■^ , '’ft#f mfera% aria ftt ^kuri 

aF ft fen? aft^ artm 5 rt FtjafftrF snftan ft fftf laFft Fa 
anara! aF ft 3 ttrr m Pratan aF ft fen? Taaa #ft i ‘ ijfft am 
ft fftftt ferfcIF §RT FT? TJFTt JR^d Ft ftt Ft £ fFcF TnfehTft 
ITT arm ft Ft Prafaaft Ft 3mFrftt rtF 11 ft ; 

(T5) Ffrm ^ aft? feiftr tfem ; • * - ^ " ^-,; : 

io. ft?ff tft ferft fftifttf<h eft 3RT?ftftT aft ana ft Raft Pi fee 

Tnfenrft ft am aw afttia ^ftt ft strarr f anft ftt anftaft 
amft ft 3mFn afR ftft fef>m F! t i a? ara ft fte aft snft 11ft 
TTiamr ’jea ft PraRa ft Fr ft arftraaamt srt fftF a^ aft an 
V; Pra!d<h 3?siaT 3mr flcia^ asranft .gRi aroa fear aar t i r 
afftfFM ft, Praftt ft Fa mamr ijf an ftftaxF aiaaftft 
PraaTaft ft fftaft e(8) ft argrriR d-4cw a«ft ft 3aaR aR fftai-arar 
t i 3Tcr: cna ft foR ftfer arfea ft ttw tRffttj Rfer ganaa aft 
cnaa ar aaam Tjaar aft Rftra ft?r ft Praftaft ft fftra Rrramr Jjca 
ft Pratan ft otsir ft rr ft Ptmt aaT t i anaomT srfr 
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fcqfa gSfag cpt Rrafag #3Mf3TT^ arigi^t 3ik 

cfr 3|^K ^ fa^l RgT % I 

( T 0 5^= 

11. cfri^H l gK ?? W*TRT 3ft? fagfa gfog g? ^g ^f%cT cffigT 

g>^ <£ ggftRTsf, gftgfg, SFRPT ^ 3F*T cRTflcft g* gft 3 

qrr gft arjgfct % g*ft t I 

(g) gTgg HlRH: 

12. IlddM RRPTfgcft £ 3FJgg 1 3> Rgg 6(iv) g* 3TJCTR gRg * 1 iRm 
(J 5T Rrsrfgg chK^MIgK ' gg glftg 3frfRT ftgfa gfrffi g* gTg 
MRefrfcHd ■H I HM JJeg $ 3ggR gg f^RIT W t I <JcHT 3 R<4d<*J gRT 
uffg 3Tgf§T Tf gi^g TTTcT gg gRg fogT «IHT Hgf?ld fST «TI I R^d 
cj^trct g> gRg g g* isg 3 czicFcT ’ttRtt 3ftem greg *iiRh gg Rrafog 
Rgg ggT 13fR gg 1 05 % % I 



Vd^gd 

4^<RT 

-Dir 

41 

3T^f.'5T. 

3TH.^T. 

SPT.^T. 

% 


**** 

**** 

**** 

105% 


s. erRf 

g^ grgg/gtg 

13. ftgRT#g ^3cgTg gft g^cj, OTct/WT g?f WTT g5 Rig glRggft % g^, 
vj gfl j f cfft f%g>l gRT g5t gRcT 3 gTef yd 3ITgTdt 4 dl-3 Rdl % I 
1PH 3ggR gg gRng gg^ g?t g^c| ’TR gT <ygd gft tAcj, gRTR 3 gSd 
g^T #ct gRoft 3 ggfgT ggl t: 





[ 'HTHT 1—^5 1] 


*m v*m : 


y 



1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

ulN 

qifftq? 

3mnrr-‘-Mi aft.crq 

98 

109 

157 

158 

qjftt44 

100.00 

111 

160 

161 

auTO-ai^ ^?l 

aft.qq 

368 

383 

576 

742 

^4l6|cS 

100.00 

104.07 

156.52 

201.63 

fclVeJ vitlVl cff 

ftftt ftt.qq 

280 

372 

381 

290 

^41 

100.00 

132.85 

136.07 

103.57 

WT 

746 

864 

1114 

1191 


100.00 

115.81 

149.32 

159.65 


ti ? ftte fft^T qfrar t % ftqroftq ftt wt wreCTcf? jpjftr qsiiftt I I 
ftqRiftq 3T5fSr ft ftqn qr^ ftsr ft amra ftt qpjft qraT 3 ft i 


14. Plfftri % qftc| ^ftPT ftt fttqcT 'RWit ddqlcfl ft 5PTra ftt 

aft qtm ftt t i itf q^n tot t fft qi? *rfq wsft't, ft^st ft?fi ft qnsq-qrw 
3 to ftftt ft ■‘ft 3roq ftt fqftfcr ftftr^ qTcf?RRTO qffti q?ilft t I qi'M<i ft 
aro ft?fi ft 3 to?t ft qfq ft 3Tfqrrq *nft ^ft? ft t I 3 to fttt ft aroq ft 
ftftr ft, ftq ftqMftft 3rqft ft tfaq ft^wi#r fftqfa ^cqiq q?r jrgqj 
fftftro t i qiftqqft q? qror q?ftr t ft? ?sfttq ft ftft ft fq aroft 
ft ftqsg' qq? qiftra?! ftt ftt ftraft fftq Pift'ri qTftq?lft eERT qftq- 
q^tra qqfft qq t I 

qp qpq^i ft?r aftq 3^ ftftt ft strict 
angicf ftt tot 

is. qfjT qft 3Ri ft?ft ft ftqnqftft ?roq ft qrfer aroftt ftt tot Pih 
qnqoft ft ftt qftt & 


3023 GI/04—2 
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1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

3TT3 3T3fft 

r?C 

cllRcfj 

33313-^1 ftt.33 

98 

109 

157 

158 

7£ft*'3*g 

100.00 

111.46 

160.35 

161.54 

33373 - 333 ftftt ft 

368 

383 

576 

742 

^xilcicQ 



156.52 

201.63 


466 

492 

733 

900 



105.57 

157.51 

193.34 


^ t fftw?r#3 3?3fft ft* 3?3ra ft?i 

ft 3TT3T3 ft 62% 3ft <|fi& ft t I 3Tf?T33ft 3TFT ftfe 3iftf t fft* fft3T3#3 

313fft ft* ftftff tftcj ^033 ft 59%, 3ft ft I IfMfcHJ 3? fft^ddl t 

fcf* 3FT ft eFTKTR 3jk 3Tft fftf ft t 3fa 3lfft3 3TT3lftf 3ft 3T3T ft ftt 3lft 

ft t 33T srrarftr ft 3 ft ft ft fftr ft 3ifft3* # t ftraft* 

3fftoiFR3M ft* H# ft (ft'iicie ant t I 

^eT 33313* ft ?P3g ft?T 33 fjgTT 

16. fft3T3ft*3 3T3fft eft ftftm ^TRRg' ftftt ft 3lfft3 3TT3T3* 33 *5*331 3*3 
^3T 37 331 TFT I 3^313 W3 T?cF* TlftfSTT iftzr ft FTTfeTft 3133ftftt 3Jc3* 
eTPJ, 33T 7F3I ft- I 33Tlft 3ieHM 7J53* cTTlft 3TTft ft* 3T3 ft* 3TT3T3 33cf 737 
37 3ft ftft I 3T3T: mf^33ft ft 3? 3*3 fft*3T ft fft* 3>TT ft 3lfft3 3TT3T3* 33 
3 K3N fftTTTT 3^3 737 37 331 fMT ft I 



1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

vlixl mdfft 

r^r , 

cllf^cb 

31 Midi ft 37317 f%7-77 

Wl 

98 

109 

157 

158 

fftTTTl 

21.00 

22.18 

21.42 

17.56 

333 ft3I 

368 

383 

576 

742 

333 ft?**' 33 fft77ll 

78.91 

77.85 

78.58 

82.44 















































[ MFT I—I ) 


MTTcT *PT TT^m : ^pFTI WT 


M 


tftoj, dwian tit 
3 tjto ^ aw an 
flaw 

32.32 

30.07 

45.80 

42.54 

TsRel <ft WjqTet 1 
aw an flaw 

13.12 

12.63 

14.09 

17.56 


(IRfcd mflarRt I Waa I awg aa^ at c^ef 3TRITcft I a5?T at H# aft Wa 
aft I a? l?3T W Wen t fiP jfoT 3TRTRff I a> flaat I Plaiae 3tPft t 

aft xS^T ^ Racily cTWl vjII^I 3tta Wf Wrl! I 3TRTRT ^ ftll nnl cl 
a5TWT |t Weft I I 

<pr WT I mfla 3Weft an WR flaw 

17 . Rtf^e wflaaft I ww I awg aag aft wa I arw^ Hf at §r[ 
wfer anwart a> Haat aft ?ft aim aft I I wflarrft % war I f% arw^ lar 
an flaw aft 1999-2000 I 13.12%. ®rr af arm arafl !> Itain *n*jelt aw? 
13.29% ?t w 1 watfl wn awa 17.56%. Ir alt 1 


*tin 1 arwa flaati% 

1999-00 

2000-01 

' 


uiia jrafl 

tR<4 vj€ita 

37.51 

43.06 

34.17 

24.37 


13.12 

12.63 

14.09 

13.29 

anaid - 3tw la 

49.37 

44.31 

51.74 

62.44 

aMia (1*1 1 nRdefd - foaTarcJta stal 

$ ^ Dan 

Mifld waia 


-0.49 

0.97 

4.44 

3T^ 31Mld 


-5.06 

2.37 

8.7 

sRoj, d«itn 


5.55 

-3.34 

-13.14 


wrfaar %. aw we Irw t wta I arwfla? arwa flaw wan I 

foar aa aws lafr 3fta ana |?tt I a^m ana Hrai t 1 3an% n?ct aicctasi 
w I fit 3iw l?fi 4 Ita aag an snjai Rrafw t Hraat 
to arm aer alt t I 
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4 vJcTT^T ft ## 3TFITftf cRT W ft*fTT 


18. IT? M ^FTT t fcp ^RTT? ft §<? ## 3TRTTcft ft UftftT ft 

ft W ft ft t I 


■ 

1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

v>ira arftft 

B8fTcPT Eft ftftl ft 
ft 3TRTTET 

32.32 

30.07 

45.80 

42.54 



-2.25 

13.48 

10.22 


vT'-^hi WEf ft 3TTEJR W IT? Rtxfrtf f^JlcTT EJncTT t fft <j4c|<fl #f ftt EJcFTT 
if fftfMftft 3Tc[fft ft ftftT ^8 ft ft? ## 3mnft ft ft# ft •## 

t I 


3TFTTCT ftfacT ft aftftcfr cfe 


19. fftcfRlftfa 3?ftft ft ftfcff *JcT ft OTmft ftt ftf 3Tlt W ft 

13.00^# mft f^KIcie 3TTft aft I 


s 

suf?r 1%.TrT. 

1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

v>ih arafft 


ftt^k'-b 3fMld 

ftfacl - 
^f./fft.ITT. 

333.22 

395.16 

389.57 

289.87 


erft-^r-efft MRcid-i 


18.59 

-1.41 

-25.59 


Jirfftf# ftR cf#r t ft? ^RTT? cRg ftt ftt*# ft Efazr ftt ET3T? ft ■ETS-^S 
ft - ft t % fftfoe ftt ftft# ft ftf **=■ srs ftft v?di S I ft ?jb 
" t % ^ ft fttcftft^ cfft errara #8? ftr jftjrcTftto 3rftft ft 
2001-02 era* «r#t #t aft ^rft 3raf$r eft ft?R i# fft^ras 3# aft I 















[HR l—TsTR= I] 
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c^t+id cfrdM 

20. ' 3 ljt T T cf?t f^gSt cffacT 3 ?R 3 )|i||fad OTft cf> ^f?T TJPJT ^cPTT 

3> f<?R ^ 3fft sftcj 3MR ^ 3?tRT 3>t oRijR ^ W=T ^R TR, 

3Rra^ TiTfcfit gjt *nft ferrarff ctstt g>^f g>r f^ra cj§R<t $ 
^cRTT eft 7i| aft I ■EJ^cJ ^fR 3ft cft*R cbl^MI gR WR fftqfffteT 
3ft T nf sff I 3TRJTcT WcTR RPJ ?Jo3ft (xjer tfftTT 3Je3?) <J> foR W 3ft 
^fteTT^RR 3ftRft 3ft «fRr WT 8IT I gft3T ft PlHfelRad Udf^ld ftcTF 

t- 


^nO 5ff% f<fr.TTT. 

1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

<dN aidRl 

grt^r 

PraR ^R?r -^ffr 
RT0/f%.2JT. 

333.22 

395.16 

389.57 

289.87 

^ T 

437.52 

538.81 

530.47 

395.25 

v3d1J| RcTcT 

iRJcft 



**** 

**** 

cbldd cb^Tcft 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

c+^l-Hd chdlcft % 




^5-20% 


•f'\. 


<J5RT ft 3? JR^RT fSTT fftj RRT SRFfft ft ft^R, ft33T ft?r ft xj?F cj>t ft3R 
3?gft ftfcj, 3TRR ft ftftt ftfaft XR ftft Rt aft Xift % xftRJ 3ftm 3 ft 
ft 3>ftftft 3Rft t - ftft 3 ft gftcj x^frn 3ft gftcj fftsft gRmf ft ft ft ?i a ft 

wr ft <333 fft^T rrtt t I 
crt 3ftxRT xRfftgft 


21. Rifftsift % •mh=Hi<*di % w 31ft ftt ft -sriR ftt t fft ftt ft 

a qtp f 3ft ftsft ft tjft ft 3333 srfft ft ^ft ? I jnfftmft ftR 3 Rft f fft 

Sflft 33 3TT3RR 3Rft ft fcR 3R 3ft*RT W 1ft3ft tr; 3Si=Rjft ^ifta<fr t I 
RtftcRTft ft fcTETRItfR URR ft feR g ffr Rfed ftftRT 33 xrf ftfieR fft3T t 3?k 
cmr cf>Rcr ir fftftt ft ftftn xr xrgftr ft fftR ?*rft xj^g xjrt ft <pRT ft 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Sec. I] 


ti ft ft Rfor srFiTft ft trr 30 - 40 % ftt <ft ftlHF r - 

ftsft FT W WfSfltf BTcTT t ! 

iftft xsaftr ft t fftrfcf 


TRfftF fcmfftft 

22. TRF ft viftpf R 3TFTRTt ft RTF eft ufR FRft ft feR 
ft sjM^cKi P^TIcf ftt ft STfftl II(iv) ft 3TfFR \JcTTFF, aTTFT ^FlftF, 
faft W, ^TR cRWFFT, fftFR tftft RJeft TTRT ftt ^ ^ 

3rft ftft ftft ^cfjdcft R" feHR fftFT $ P’HFT ^ftt 7 ! eft fftrfcT R 

RTF W t I 

PlfftFf 

23. Fft[ \3ftVl eft ftftt HlFTC[ PiMlf'tflX ! - 


ftf 

1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

■OTTeT 3mfft 
TlftcE 

IftffFFi (R ft) 

280 

372 

380 

290 

W#I 

100.00 

132.86 

135.71 

103.57 

TFT (R ft) 

746 

864 

1114 

1191 

TftFf cf5T FTRR 

fftRTI 

37.51 

43.06 

34.17 

24.37 


^ ftsT WFT t ft> Fft^ F^fFT eft TFR TTF73TT F e^ 1999-00 3R 2001- 
02 ft ftxf ffe ft l cTOTft, RTF 3Tcrf^ ft R[ft RFTeT ftftt FTTOTt ft PM4d 
TF ^ M^B kT f3TT t i ftftt RTRiaft ft FF ftt pKIFF FT ^ f3TT t 

TfF TFT ft ffe TftfleT ft t I ftftRRFFF F^FT ft FRR f%ftt ft TFT 
ft ftn 'ft FTF^F PRTFF 3F;fv[iei ft ft ' 

24. eftFF ft FR 3fR FFTTF eft cftTcT ftFFTftfRcTT R fftFR FFeT 

fTT Eftc^ Fftft7 ftt Rfftft ft ftfc HKlFd ft FFrft ft i 



['IFTI—1] 


■HTtcT "^T <1 JlM.il ^y|t|R u l 
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eTHT: 

25. 'Jr'TT^f 3fhr ^ *rraT3tf ^ feT? Jlfa TcftoJ, TOW ^ 

cmtygrf% t^Frrgw f;- 


*pf 

1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

gife) 

stii'Ji ^4 dW/giPl 
(^5./f4RT.) 

**** 

1 

**** 

**** 

**** 


-100 

-34 

-31 

-66 

<2|TO C'h./f^ill.) 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 


100 

101 

106 

111 

sJTRT M'?‘=rRT Pl'cTcT 

V 

ciR/i#r 

-100 

-51 

-50 

-77 

aiM tj4 <j>cT 
cTR/glft 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 


-100 

-46 

-43 

-69.2 

^7 MWId pMtf 
cmr/nf^r 

-100 

-68 

-68 

-80 


\ Rg ^T WcTT t % ^fPT c*T>fi 3 Hilta ^ c(>jft 
ff t I ?p*F eRT^ ^ MiMId tft vjsfrl grf% gtR ^nft ^gt I 


Wt, $RR 3fft SRR 


26. ^ffr*T <gT \3cMM, SPRT 3lk SRcfT dq4t>l PlHI^K ^ t=- 


cpf 

1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

«jra amfSr 
cnf^ 

&IHR ''ft.'CT 

500 

500 

500 

500 

ESE^HI 

303.00 

362.98 

342.92 

371.92 
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H > 

<j4)4«£t 

100.00 

119.80 

113.17 

122.75 



mtn v^M^fpT 7f 

60.60 

72.60 

68.58 

74.38 ' 



vJdFRF 4 qft-FFqft 


59.98 

-20.06 

29 1 



M Rc| <rl *1 4I.C1 







q? qqT t q^ ^?fPT ^ virtiq'l 3 l?t t I q? 
Tfrs ftqtn qqT 11% wi 3 ^ q^ wff qft qqq Ftt qft t ^frf% 

■q^c^ \i^4lJ| cF?t q^ej dl^TR *t Hlfici FTet xSMd&ldi ct WI SlPl 61 Ml 

utT^t ^ I 3TT*t q? qR fcpqT qqt t f?F> q^c£ vseilo ^ qtqTqfSr R'ftSTT q> fcFJ 
fcpFT Tjr; 3 PFt 3 TTcJqq ^ q? 3TRtq cfqiqT t \jqqft ^Jet qfiq ^F 46^ cFTiqi 

Tfqj tnqqqsft qjcq? qn^i ^ qtfcr ^i<4 1 cfi q> qqqq qqqF grq '^rf ftt 
srfci q^F 'jq q^ qF feR 3rrqfcr t I 

qraK f%qqr 


27. RRJ ^im 3TR qtqtqt qq f?FBl FIR 3 RTF fFRl^FR T?F t : — 


qft 

1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

ul ptf 

qtlftq? 

tKoj^ J T 

37 

43 

34 

24 

Wl 

13 

13 

14 

18 

3T^ 

49 

44 

52 

58 

3r4 ^ ^4 mRci4-i 





vjt-jVf 


6 

-9 

-10 



0 

1 

4 

3T^T vNld 


-5 

8 

6 


q? ^tsJT qqt t FR *F q^ RStR Ft f%# F 1999-2000 3fk 2000-01 
cf> ffq qqtR ff t I qqTft, fFqF IWId q^ F?tR qq FRITF 1%FR 

cfFT Ft qqT I q? ’ft ^JIT qqT t ftp FR^f ^ % FTfet 3tTqt7Tt qF f^ 3 
|kT FFT ^ RrqrcpffiT 3Tqf?I 3 ft t I FF ’ft qfe fftRT qqt t fo> FR^t 
^ <£ 3Tcnqt 3JR ft?fi ft 3tTqra flFft 3 qqfcr fftg- ft t i qrfSjqqft qt?qft 
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[ <qfff | ] _ 

t % 3T^r M ^ srRncff 3 * a?fopf?r ^ airarat ^ wifaci t 
f«H^ fin? wtf^msrft gra fadgra 3TePT $ sira gff «n # 11 

^T5PTR #? V , rr " 

28. ^ >3iim $r imm m *f ^ pi t ^ 

gifm ^ ffif-ff Tff yq )^ i t 'wTfo ^ff ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ wwf nRlT^few'l 3 anrl ^>4-qiR<fl ^ '9’t, •Tllci ^>i 

3ITO pi t I ^ ^ <£ FErflra pRpfr 3lk 

g>npf gf grtpf ffTOPftP ff|f% ^ftl 

m< tffo wsfPT # PlHIp TC f *r 


' 29. tj^c| ^efR ^t TcHiegftTT PlHIpR 7$t %■- 


^ -- - — 

3P$ 

1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

vstfzr 3raf& 
c|lR<P 

flfff cr^tf!^ 

***♦ 

*** 

*** 

*** 

w 

100 

119 

113 

123 

lEH^ElijEggal 


0.27 

-0.09 

0.15 


^ ^ | f^? iRci vssfm g?f wn^gr, 1999-00 % 2000-01 

4 Ifg <f M «5f; ^ 2000-01 $ wh; # 5W^> Pra^ * 1 
afar* 1^4 3 Hf W issw^cn ^ ^ 

f 1 w 4 m ftw.«w Iftn** ^fm ^ aft ^i^n * 
% fal"4it wHnlWt 4 *fo* f^w^wi 
wftar^^nif 

xftfr-qforeft jr TOfra ^ qief i^> : <; ' 


3023 GI/04—3 
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30. ft srraraf ^ JRuiihwww uRtfta wr ft *i#<t #*re 

cbcM 3fR g>H #fte *R ft# *T # t I 3TTO# # vJd'tfj? #*fit 

# ft?- a(c i ft R5 > #w ft ^ 11 #?j, v3sfm # ft# #*raf ft 

fftw 3TT^ t vjkll ' ft? fttft ft TJ^ <ffR# ft rt w>eT t=- 


srftr fft.TTT. 

1999-00 

2000-01 

. 

2001-02 

vjiM aw® 

PTcfei (^0| ci^cfl 

**** 

**** 

**** 

*♦4* * 


100.00 

95.78 

100.76 

92.40 

#He <+>cM -**n 

**** 

**** 

**** 

*♦*>1* 


100 

79 

82 

87 

^?RT| cftHd - 

**** 

**** 

**** 



100 

123 

121 

90 


ft we t ft? ft #*ra # ftracT ft# 

#? oti^t # wncT ft rt# r*t t l <nfcr 3MRff % ’TRftto w-tr ft 
Refa eft #ifft # iplfa % <J5*T ftRTT t I 


f¥m *R 3TFT 


3i. ftcp?r *r arm (stir ft ^ wr) #t rr e#ft # # otrft *r f 
'4wft> ftft ft ^ W# ft we #:- 


^n0 MfcT %.1TT. 

1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

wfa smra 
#ftR 

tww # e^m *\ «s^ n? wm4 nf '{ft m 3mi 

^«us 

100.00 

95.78 

100.76 

92.40 

BlBftSfiiflHHii 

_ **** 

_ **** 

_ **** 

_ *+** 

■_.. r\ 

-100 

-28 

-22 

-51 

q^^ira cfm 

_ **** 

_ **** 

_ **** 

_ **** 


-100 

-35 

-31 

-34 




































































[ wt I —-ms i ] 


•Hror^nrsm: ww 
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32 illfx|«h|cJ)Tl\ dssK ^rft %, vft 3T*a vicMiq ^ viciiqi 3 ’ft 

^nfftcT t i gftoj, ^ttfr ^t agift iraTF ft sMt % 'tWfSict jraraftt 

g>t jreffra ^fTf t, fftraft ftfarw* H4i<?H ?nftet f fftiaft wft arasi 
Tfl f I cisilfft, ft 1%tf RpKitftH 'srniq "$> ft 'ifl’q cliftl 

■?W ft vJSfT’T ^ fftuileM gft «ir? 3ft f I ft^Rlftfa vk*JK ^ ft 
qftej ^?ftn £ 3355 OTTO (ftHl^fR 3?lftj ’TCJ f- 


; 

1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

•.K 

^ira 3T^f& 

. ..ri,. 


crm 

_ **** 

_ *♦♦* 

. ♦♦** 

_ **** 


-100 

-63.04 

-65.4 

- 167 


vm^<M % a? we t fft> nftcj,'jsft’i 3 ft cim thrift ft fft^raftftr arafft 

a* anaft Rurae anf 11 


ain t a ^fxrm 


33. ^frn ^ arcr PlHI^HK Oi*iH <jjft4f aft # - 



1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

atfa arafft 
aiffo 

Hiaffta> «I4> 

108 

83.65 

74.S6 

36.68 

aifftw asta> 

83.65 

74.56 , 

36.68 

138.77 


vjg^<Ki ^ ftgi v3fT -H^dl f fft> vJ^Vl aft W*lH 'qpnil 2001-02 

era> g>a ft Tif f j a®iftft wtr ajjtjftf aia wa aft arafft ft as ’if, 
\jft ^Tft fftaraiftta siatft ft aiaft arfftar ft I oMM-ajftt ft a? ’jfe ^<1 

^#Tf grei vJ'cqKH ft g^ft 3>aft ^ qiqyjcj ft I 

gaftas fftftafr aft asift aft ftiraenr 
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34 . q? qte f^n qqT t fa qfaft q>r sift t ^(ctv q^rn 3 
qqftt 3qftt 8WcTT q?l qqft 3TqqT fatff 31^1 faRTF? ^ fa*? ijuft q>t qsft 
q>t qjT£ ^frar=n q^f t I 

3% 

35. V5TBT qq> fcMKItfft qqnq q> Wcftt M ^qq t. q^J % 

qg>Nrfw 3 fa qq qTqqr faqr t qql'fa qqiKH, ftqft $ ftwe 3nf t #? 
q^ q#q q> cnqt ^qqftfftaffa^siqsift^ qqqr qtj £ i Pinfcifaq 
W^ft qqfcft £ % q^ej, q#q q>t q?£ HIM^ if 44>Klc*l4> ;|fa §£ £:- 



1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

yliq 3?qft 

..rx . 

cillqq 1 ) 

f^fSbilT 

280 

372 

380 

290 

qif-qq-qif tfurq 


92 

8 

-90 

'Mailt# etl<y *). 

**** 

**** 

**** 

*** 


-100 

-46 

-43 

-69 

M# eTRsf qi. 

**** 

**** 

**** 

/ s|e a|c a|c 


-100 

-68 

-68 

-80 

qpi £i «imn ft*tn 

37.51 

43.06 

34.17 

24.37 

q^-qq-cpf qgnq 


5.55 

-8.89 

-9.8 

Hch< eTTH 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 


-100 

-63 

-65 

-167 

qqj ^ftqj 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Cj4 Cjy Cj4 


-9.09 

-37.88 

102.09 


qq§qq q? ^3T qrt qq^qr £ fa 3ftq> rnqqosf q* qqq £ q^ej, qqm q 
qqqqqrqj 3^ qq qmqT faqT I 

srfcf qgsft ftggj 

36. qifajqft qs'Wrqfaft t fa faft qrqT3tr £ qtft ftqqq (ftqci q£ ^ 
cm 2 i% qariqrc q£ qpjqfr ffig), faqmtftq 3?qft q> qfaq ftqrc 




. ft#* wn * 'mk W : f thm- (2ooq-pi * #» * m ^ 

gpft) ^ grtffir If . #ni ^ t# w 

Sira, ’ *rt« mm * ms wfi# * #* W araft* 4 hm?ft*l b#it * 

gjjlf f^WR’T ^ #?ft iffW ^Nftf t# t 1 # 19 99-20 00 #? 

3 ^^ ^r tifei tufuri ft## t wrarcft# # i& ^ W f * 1 
■ ; T i cfsnPt # Tidm^m ; tffWFfr wi ttcktt t, #r# #c£ ?w * 
4^5 <* toh ^ ##; ftu# sraft * *# ^mr tst t # 8# 
fe w ?sr t i igm * smn? ?? MR## # Mmrit ^ #3, 
yjaV' T # Tfa^r M % Hif^d 3ii4|aV ci'iidw qiwRcp srft it t I 

4?N<tt1cH<1> #1 

37 . iflf 1999-00 aft? #?r sraRr <fc tt?r 3rrarat ^’irai^ (eo% ^ 

&m>) tf iffa/Sw if pro# # ft# t <|fe it t I t?f 3 »i4 k». 

woi 3TTOT^t ftniTri# 3 raf?r 

dtfin siti #771 R#4t ^ ft# ^ 3 1 ^ ft t i it# imw 

MRu||H»Wm #ej, Slfm t ft# t 1999-00 #7 2000-01 # 4# ^|fe # 
#1 # 4TC 2000-01 3 ft? ufa 3 #tf ^ tfl pKidd 3 # t I 

38 . arnsTTit # irar? ft# If *# flrcme £ sts it t i I?# 

mRuIIM'W'W # 5 ^ viifl'I ^ «H«IK ft# *f ?# ft #7 IT# I# 

i#f Rrcrcrcant i 

39. - 7#5 t# % 1? arrara iq^ t#pt# ##i * #7 ?t «l 1 

$7# J 77 ?KT nR^ I IHTdT gt #cj, 'Jtft 7 ! dcMI 4 # <371 #*771 ?? #f # W ®TT 
f^R# tWH*! ffrm SP 7 T 3r# 3ft? 7 # Tf'TTI cTPT 3ll^ld ?# ^ ?f gP17 _ 
^TTIT r I?# H#, 3 ft? f^ 3 W # 7 jfe ^ #«}, vittY'l V*W 

Rrsro? # n?iw ff I" i 

40. JJilR v 3 "Cfl T l # ^TOPTf? ?3? if %, 7781# WlRq’i^l ?H ^ffTT 

gj^r t # ^#m? ?tr if P#i# TrrRwT^rTf ## # ?m f#f% ^r 

^#845 t 3ft? ?7#T ?f4#77 #t ?#I #f t I 
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41 . 3RJ ftaa^ 4STa5lte gRT % ate fftai aai I fte aftcj, Wta aft£*«fft 
tea^r ftte te i?[ te ?<r arm ante te te aate t i atea aft ft 

tffft te cbKuft te WT ft WT ajR fiw’!? Wf 'iari'R cfFRT aa v3c^J 

ftem am t i teftaate ft rstera aft caaa te^am aa amm ftear t 
3fR ate| aifta aft fttelte a? «nR teteft tee* te frara aa fcRtema ftear 

tl mfftaate ftR aRcT t ft? arto, 1994 ft aftej, Wfta CFTT TOcTT ftt 3TTt Vb 
3TR aft iRT am 8IT I tt3atteaaTR ft f^TR 19.12.1996 te araft 3TT^9T teo 
507/94 3 ft'f'WR aSjteaatRT fcTO (aa fta> ftR) te ftefTSTH 3nftffta> 
te(ft4W fteo (aa art 7ft aat) te aaa team aft argattea ftem an I temfte 
aft 2002-03 aft Waft 4lfft$ fftfttft ft amm am t fte, W rjwR3 Pbm 
am 11% teaftt arafttfttarTtaararRteftaftt l aa aft tet tr (mam 
wft) fta E raa>acr(aaaftteta< : raft msram ate teaRrftta ataftt) te 
gw^R te fftra t 4 >lct)cb mairft aama jRp ftem ate fte faatm fttea te 
teaa 3 3TT^M3te afR te ant a^ arR aft JRcja ftem t I 3ifcR ffttea arte 
tet 3TRT t I 

42. aifftaate ft tea aft 1999-2000 te amraa rftct teaftt terete mr 
te a ftmn 2002-2003 te RTTST ftem I I W aiafft te ftRR vJcMI<R RFRT ft 
11.35% aft iffit ft t I teaftt te fR fftaft gteRR ft 11. 7 %. aft atet ft $ 1 
afaftt ter Attest aft rjtet afft ftem. ftaft aftaa ft 6 , 12 %' aft aaft aRftt 
ate t 1 ateftt 26.9%. wr teaft aftaa a^r aR aft 3te arte ^te 
rj^iK teteRCR 22 te Rr^te ft ?ro atem ~m TRcft eft 1 teftt te te 

vj^icR 3te eRRi rstem te 414^4 <ft<ft^<te te \jwitR ?trncT ^rjr ate 

ft 3T5Rcn ?ran wr te fftRrteR i3?tr tet te 71 ^ I7Rf ^ 28 . 71 %. tet ate te 
cf>Ku; c^tet tet antet ^trtr vsomi m^i i ateft tftaR ate tete te cianfft 
attet ft 1999-2000 te aia te ^rw rpt 3rf^a fteaT t 1 teaifte waft aft 
2002-2003 aft arffta* fterte ft arar fteai w t, ateteter <jte ft ^gaR alk 
tet ft ftepnacr atet te arRR tetet ft tetetef ateter ft atw arftea 
aanj "R3T t 1 

43 . jnfftaate ftts aRft f fte teaRiftta arate te 41 <m Ran ter ft aftf 
ate tet ft t l wte ffttete, srfft arafft te team am ft 59 %. aft ^ ft tl 
fftfftm Itci4«g aaraate srt ^teta aft wrst atem aa artate/^jaar te 
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*rs fasgjif Pra# ’mt t Engjft Wf ^ 

I 

44. ^ nt antRff tft ^t?it ^ 

#* $w v>rfcn t f$> # ararar sri M $ §<t x»?p jt?? 

fpftf ^ ^ 3 mt t'r ilift«n O - #rar,^f 

xj#n #ff jRgcr ^ ^ awrc xsw w 4 ft? ^ arroitfr Eft 

menM srra f?; eft «ft afR 3 rRi ^cf t i m fasrc 

gRct fEf, EJ? fte ftnTT vjflctT t % viR.'TO. ^ feR 3Rfa^ $9ff % 

arrafft # wefm tf> flwm tr jrora n grar »tRT »ror 11 

45. fSfcRft ^ wn^t 3> fra aim MR i jtn<H4> swat afR sfirwrt 

i> nR if, tr? € fte fim wife itaai w*g m eN«t ?m 4T3fR & 
^r M % tjtfer armra eRcj, ssfrr m ^?nfer ms er$ % 
afftw i i m 11 $*r R ft* apjrtff Eft ^ <fc arraR er ^ 

tR?J fM faft# # 3OTR tR El? JRfar ftcfT t ffc Eft*rcf 

3f p j^9Rrt g> w g>t ir# t aifor ms eRsj 
<ftRWT?Ergt i ararar m ft? fom t ft? awifoa 
creiT tRoj, ew R ERqtftn t 3#f OTtfw *?*fh 

3gjRM/3itcR WM % vilffiT t I 3CRT4T f?T ?!«nfc 3 fMt 

%Wir 'TSTcRR ^ cra5 ^ feTT t 4 WftcT ft^RT tfej 

^efnr cBt IP^t ciiw f ^ erftT ^T 55RR t I 

46. ^ ■EI^ ^sfm ^ ^?K q>T f?rqfe ^ W t l^ratcT 

fcm i cfr if El^g, ^5t |f g>I ^ 'H'Hrf^d EPROf ^ 

% I «T?T cT95 \ic4icrcbdl if g*l : IV ^1 'fREt «l1E|q>i^l 4f«i cpwi % f% 
f^ETRTtfN 3TEfHr ^ ^RFI 3?^ ^ if ^IRW HW4>i if Jff?T 45#6T^f 
jrfcf cM gjR?f ff^ ft t I W TWR v3iffl<?g>ai if EftoJ, ^Eim q>f ^ 
S# ERT Epm T|f t I 


^rrvuri<rHRT> ^ f^r^ 
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47. tnffes OTrwff ^ «Rl"4>T^= 5TTOt 

ra#n nft fitter tpf ft?r rattraf $ rant! tt ttra 3n % tra ?jt 
3fcR ft?ra TO t,n?t t*3t fj ttt RiSltRcl ft?tT It ! ft? W Stra R 3^ 
raRrai^ ?ra cl«? n?t sfMtra ntf ftsnt ft? ttft nt tMftra «ft t nfta 
aranttf % ranra it ti sit: tt ftrafftn ft?ra ran f ft? ttettM 
Rranut!! t? ftrar 11 afR rararM w £ anjs&i 3.5 t? ars! n? “faN 
raratn rat ft rawRra aft ran^r ta n> *$a t> rater antra! # Wf 
ft t i 


?rara anra t eft ttiran i> rartt afR aft 


48. raftraRt rat ranrara rarat raj ran raf ftro arar t?fi t tftttjrat $ 
Rrafcfr n? attra# t n? teSta ten t ft? ran amrar ^ tja tern 
arjratf, ftm ra art?? tei! aft fn raff®ff rat tetter ftmT ran t, tt? ftm? 
ra?t fn nmr t ?crc ta! rat ran t ft??j raj ttrtejrat t? tetta tt rater 
ratnat rat ftnj raj t i ra? nta ftmr ratar t ft? tettara nanw aw 
raraRt tt ?n atet rat ran attna! rat ta ?ft £ I tfa^t rawa; tf atef 
terar t % manteft nrant at arftf^tft t ntaftn ttntR rat t fj attract 
a? fenj araaftra anratra raranr t I 



49 . a? ttt Rta ftnn ran t ft? na^ tat ft rafter aratteff % te| astn 
te Harare raaaftra aft ft t I ?n ran at ratnft ftntanr t ft? sjara rat 
Baft ft nftj nfttn rat raft nra t afet teft I #T ft ran fttna ttt §*j 
ararraf tt rarqft a#ra ff% iraRra ft t l f^r n? rraRra trat t ft? nft 
ftnfara gm raratttn ^ttncf ran t eft rarafln nrarar ?§iK! t i fn nsn nt 
ntrasR, raftraRt raw ^fra ra^ct t ft? nft raranM g«ra fetra rarra t eft 
ti^; ?a?itn rat aft trt nft rattra ranrant 11 


cttnra Ararat nt ttt raj 3rarra! lira nRt nttner ratttft 
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so. 133 ; ## # f<? orrarer 0> in; ^gcT fi # 3 m#i w; if 

ifa# if 13 ## 15? # at i ^frer ft?m nr % ft> i# i#m 

^5 5U1T 131 t # OTHcff Sir l>fal 13## if 3ffc ift 3TT3T15T 

tl 

Pllfdcfrf #t Ufa Idllld HIT 

51. H # ddJKchf # W Ufa 31133 SRIT t I Itjft #5# 1# 
d^Kcb } STf?tn3t #t 3rR3f #1T t 3ffc 1#1H 1T1 if Ifl# 1# f^51T 
t IIT# fl3R^ 1«13# IRr HcW lilt ^cRT 1? 1## t 35# 
dduiiff # m i5n# tot 11 nr # nm # Prifa Pi hi^k f- 



1# 



HNI 

<#ia ii./foiT. 

.HNI 

<#ld 

2001 

10310 

6.79 

188 

6.33 

2002 

7625 

6.34 

144 

6.13 

5003 

6235 

5.19 

130 

5.35 


51. iwr 1200 #.£1 # *FR#1 #1 3# ^eRT if, 3(5 #5T( W t 1 
#n 3 ht # nr <# f#qfa iffai 3rf#i h#i ## t «rf^> 35 # 

ddJIl# # W W3 353 # 3TR#1 #1 % 15^ ^IT 3tf#f5 c# TJ3I U# iff 
f^TTl «R1T t I 3R: 315 ite #311 UK t % 4lcH3l# ?£# # lH 
iroft # 3TT3Hcft if 1# ## I 

■3TRTTcft 15T 33ltR 1T33T7 f|3RTT 

52. m if ll^ 135# # #1 if HT # fl 3TT3mff H H35TR f|333T 
1#TR HT3Tf # 1T5 31cT |3J # 155# 3)#15 t I irfiJu# ^ #e #>ir t 
1# ckfHH 3311# 3 # 3RRT 15# c# STgifcT # 3m# t # 353T # §1 313(1# 
# 1T33TT11%3# if 3fk 31^tl> ^ # 331^# | 
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Plilldchl srcr gpflgifl g£f giRT 


53. snftggit Juz grtfr 11 % m $ frgWr 4 ^ mfaggft 

g^r rjr g# fen t i nrfefgft ^ feifggit grer araggtg gan 
g^f gnnr g> g^gtR OT?w cRit T rf 3 Ri ^ggiaft r fegm g>^t g> fog 
gisg t I 


PMlflcft'i g5t «nmk f^ifen gg 



54. ggrggr I fe 3 ngTg graiait 4 gRt feft ggife ggft 

f^rfcTcp vdrtlqcn (cp) ^5 fcT?cr gTWF^f $ afetl^KT g^T c^Hdi R felfa gR 

^ t afR fgfog gft gqfe g?r gntcgfegr gngi t gt 4 ^ i- h i R^> wi ^ 
’Rtfk giuiK'i ^ ggg *rraT3rf g5t f^?f5t Rnn gfet, (^) gggft fgg arcrgi^g 
tot ^ ^sr^r fg ggg* w ottt ggiM gg feifa mgr ggtf gftgg?§i 
wcptt t (g) g?g g^ ^qg cfr ftq5g gfeg 3 3 fen>fg feg rr r gg 

^ £ 3rr £ (g) fogfepf % m fas g£i ffen t fe ggg£ mm 
f^rtcnfr gg nftfqferfcig'i £ fe gfc g£gm gqigt <pT ggng fegr gngr £ 
cfr g^r srfo fet eft ggragr g£f £1 

q£grg mgg gjfog gg qgq 

55. nferg g4tm 3 mgg gifeg angfep w gan t I Rgg= w gifog 
^r angfep ffo |$ t l gft jrrggfeft g£ grcng fern angr £ gt ?g 
g^T gft ggrggi £ feg.?^^,-.- a gggi^^fe;^Tgrmv ajfot q£qi I 
arRigT, gg ^cf i^g % 3nfe agg g£ g>g g> fertg ggjg: ggq>t g>g 
g^tggt r fog gg f^ ggigt gft gnit^ g^cj g?i1g gft f^rfrr afR 
^gg ?T gngjft gag 3tgg: gg^ gggaft g> gtej ggggg gft <ggp i 4d i gftfeg 

3n aTTRft I 

f^psp^ 


56. 'jcftgg r fcpgR gRct fg, unf^iggft gg gg Pitg>4 t 
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VRTT ^ TRm : ' _• - 

(i) vsrmr^r 3T^f& ^ ^r Rrafa 

wtrt ^r ^ ^ ^RT tRf^IT w 1 1 

(ii) **% fcr £ mfer 3wf £ cfrot ^ vraTr q rerffo? 5 # #n 

^ % 1 


(iii) tAcj 'swVi ^rfrT ; rog' ^yr ^ Fifer 3?rarat ^ g^i t 3fR 

JTrf&W^t ^7? gRd'd'ld FHtT f ftj 3TRIRft g>f ^?3rt ipj 

Mici^eft gc<f> oiMiq ^T 3>t 3uq«jcncii ^ Wif<i> 5jo<b 3»f g<j|i> 

^r to ^tstt «rf?r I 


57. *nfSra>rtt ^ ijff ^ 3TSJCIT cTFt 3 PrqffcRT ft ft xjq> i ft armrat 

w ttfptM g?g> ftr utTft ftt Rnsifer ftr npft f 1 

mctM ^ 5 ^ ftt ?rfft xn^ ft ^nf^PT wrar aft ft fti ft q>jf 
?t ?tot Rii'Mcw cpth? vrft ft v4iii<i ftr srfft ftft, ft 3 ^ 13 ? 
^ I Hlftjepix) ft Pltllyui fft^T t % flfft Flf^R, ftft 
FTfvRt ft 3 ft # 1 srf% ‘iifui'i ft ffttrfyui ft jratwRM, 3r romt ft 
^ ftt WET 3T9fft ft feU? fftftRd gftcj, vjftftT ft) qftRfeg fftft)- 
ft g?RT ftt t I wM-^ 5 fttft W?I 9 if s fenfad 
TtRr ?wt smftftt -sicw/fftiji. ft 3TTzrrat ft Ffg ^1 ar^ 

ft 1 


w 

ho 

whH 

^51 

/ - 

WW*H 


'ifltfp- 

xS 

iw 

\ 5 CMjq«> 

f^l<i« 

~iiffr 

*fr 

i 


1 

■ 


3 

4 

5 ^ 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

1 

■ 

Mlcfl^l- 

* T v^r- 

(iM^) 

wft 

hftnri 

xar 

vrCI 


NJe^Rch 

R^d 4 » 

12 «« 


3 m. 

^r. 

2 

390461 

p>, c\ 

WwFt 

($3^4) 

^rzri 

EM 

■ 

■ L.tl 

WC 1 

mrt 

v 3 M^f> 

C&4 

Pl 0 id<h 

i 

— 

12 «, 

2 _ l 

fo.ST 

3 m. 

^r. 

i 

1 
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58 w $ fen? 3TRmfr 33 #TT3Je3> 3Tf?lft3W, 1962 3> 

3T#T f^WFT ^RT 3STT ftErfftcT 33353PT 3t*3 1J53 #3T 3ffr 

#RRJc3> 3lWTR, 1975 3>t ETRT 3,335, 873, 9 <mT 93> 3> 

3Fcf cPmr 33 3Jc35f 3>T Rnfr 3337 3> 3£?3> ?#IcT I 

59. w® 3TT$?T 3> fosg' 35Tf 3#?! 84^ 3> ST^TTH #3RJo35, 

553TI3 ^pf5 3cf ^T3T 3Jc3> 3)iMRl ^JT3Tf§r3RR 3* 7TOT 3>t 


3lM^3 #T7<T, 'snf^^ 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 7th October, 2004 

Final Finding 

Subject: Sunset Review of Anti-Dumping duties imposed on imports 
of Polytetrafluroethyiene (PTFE) originating in or exported from 
Russia: 

No. 1S/6/2Q03-DQAD - Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 
1975 as amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, 
Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping Duty on Dumped 
Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof; 


A. PROCEDURE: 

1. The procedure described below has been followed: - 

1.1 The Designated Authority initiated the sunset review investigation 

of anti-dumping duty imposed on imports of 

Polytetrafluroethyiene (PTFE) (hereinafter also referred to as 
PTFE or subject goods) originating in or exported from Russia 
(hereinafter also referred to as subject country) following a 
request to this effect by the Domestic Industry M/s. Hindustan 
Flurocerbon Limited, Hyderabad that the expiry of the anti 
dumping duty would likely to lead to continuation or recurrence of 
dumping and injury. This sunset review was initiated vide 
notification no, 15/6/2003-DGAD dated 8 th October 2Q03. The 
authority recalls that the final findings of the original investigation 
were notified vide notification N0.24/1/98-DGAD dated 9 th June 
1999. 

1.2 The Designated Authority sent a copy of initiation notification to 
the embassy of subject country, the known exporters, importers 
and the domestic industry as per the list available in the findings 
of the original anti-dumping investigation and requested them to 
make their views known in writing within 40 days of the initiation 
of this review investigation. A copy of the application filed by the 
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domestic industry along with the relevant questionnaires were 
also sent to all interested parties in terms of anti dumping rules 
requesting them to respond in the form and manner as per the 
relevant questionnaires. None of the exporters responded to the 
initiation notification as well as to the application filed by the 
domestic industry requesting continuation of anti dumping duty. 
None of the importers have also filed the response to the 
exporters’ questionnaire in the form and manner as prescribed 
therein. However, some of the importers have submitted some 
arguments, which have been analyzed in detail by the designated 
authority to the extent they have been found relevant to the 
investigation. 

1.3 The investigation of dumping and injury covered the period from 
1 st April 2002 to 30 th June 2003 also called the Period of 
Investigation or POI. The examination of trends in the context of 
injury analysis covered the period from 1 st April 1999 to the end of 
the period of investigation (also called the period under 
consideration). The import data has been examined from the 
transaction wise data made available by the DGCI&&S and the 
import quantity and value of imports from subject countries have 
been determined through the transaction wise DGCI&S data. 

1.4 **** in this notification represents information furnished by the 
interested parties on confidential basis and so considered by the 
authority under the rules. 

1.5 The authority kept available the non-confidential version of the 
evidence presented by various interested parties in the form of a 
public filed maintained by the authority and kept open for 
inspection by the interested parties. 

1.6 The authority sought and verified all the information it deemed 
necessary for the purpose of final finding with regard to dumping, 
injury and causal link. The Authority conducted on-the-spot 
investigation of the domestic industry to the extent considered 
necessary. The cost of production of domestic industry was also 
analyzed to work out the best cost of production and the cost to 
make and sell the subject goods in India on the basis of GAAP 
based on the information furnished by the applicant so as to 
ascertain if anti-dumping duty lower than the dumping margin 
would be sufficient to remove injury to the domestic industry 

1.7 In accordance with Rule 6(6), the Authority also provided 
opportunity to all interested parties to present their views orally in 
a public hearing held on 27 February 2004. The parties, which 
presented their views in the public hearing, were requested to file 
written submissions of the views expressed. In accordance with 
Rule 16 of the anti-dumping Rules, the essential facts/basis 
considered for these findings were disclosed to th@ known 
interested parties on 10 th September 2004 and comments 
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received on the same are duly considered in the final findings. All 
the interested parties were requested to submit the response to 
the disclosure by 23 rd September 2004. It is noted that none of 
the interested parties except the domestic industry has filed the 
response to the disclosure statement. 


B. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION AND LIKE ARTICLE 

2. The product considered in this investigation is 
Polytetrafluroethylene (PTFE)). The basic raw material for 
manufacture of this product is Anhydrous Hydrochloric Acid and 
chloroform, It is produced in the moulding grade, fine powder 
grade, aqueous dispersions and compound grades of filled 
grades. 

3. The subject gods is primarily used in the electrical, electronic, 
mechanical and chemical industries due to its unique character 
tics which are chemical inertness, low coefficient of friction, non 
toxic, non inflammable, resistance to radiation and outstanding 
electrical properties over a wide frequency range. 


4. PTFE is classified under customs Sub heading 390461 of 
the Customs Tariff Act 1975. However as stated in the initiation 
notification, the customs classification is indicative in nature and 
is in no way binding on the scope of the investigation. There are 
no arguments by any of the interested parties on the product 
under consideration. 

5. It has been argued by various interested parties consisting 
of importers that there are many grades of the subject goods 
which are not manufactured by the domestic .industry and these 
grades are used mainly for high end electronics such as in 
nuclear and space establishments. It has also been argued that 
grades used for making the wires and cables have not been 
manufactured in a consistent quality by the domestic industry and 
therefore, the same is required to be imported. The authority has 
examined the transaction-wise information of imports from 
subject country and after a detailed examination based on the 
submissions by interested parties , it notes that the subject 
goods exported by Russian producers and the products supplied 
by the domestic industry is comparable to each other in terms of 
various parameters like physical characteristics, chemical 
properties, manufacturing process, technology, functions and 
uses, pricing, distribution and marketing and tariff classification of 
the goods. Besides, the prices at which the goods from Russia 
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are being exported to India are broadly in the same price range. 
Further it has not been disputed by any of the interested parties 
that certain grades .other than those manufactured by domestic 
industry are coming in from Russia and which cannot be 
substituted with the subject goods manufactured by the domestic 
industry. An analysis of the imports made by other countries 
suggests that these different grades might have been originating 
or exported from countries other than subject countries, as the 
prices from these countries appeared to be much higher than the 
subject goods exported from Russia. With regard to the end use 
of the subject goods, the authority notes that the subject goods 
manufactured by domestic industry have been consistently 
supplied to the manufacturers of high end electronics. There is no 
known difference in PTFE from Russia and PTFE produced by 
the domestic industry. The two are technically and commercially 
substitutable and the consumers are using the two 
interchangeably. On the basis of the above examination, the 
authority concludes that the PTFE produced by the applicant is a 
like article to the goods imported from Russia in accordance with 
anti dumping rules. It is further noted that this issue has been 
investigated in detail in the previous investigations and settled. 


C. Domestic Industry 

6. The petitioner is the sole producer of the PTFE in India 
and hence has a standing to file the petition in terms of Rule 5(3) 
a of the Anti-dumping rules read with Rule 2(b). 

D. Dumping 

7. Under Section 9A(1) I of the Customs Tariff Act 1975, Normal value 
in relation to an article means: 

1. The comparable price, in the ordinary course of trade, for the 
like article when meant for consumption in the exporting country or 
territory as determined in accordance with the rules made under 
sub-section (6); or 

2. When there are no sales of the like article in the ordinary 
course of trade in the domestic market of the exporting country or 
territory, or when because of the particular market situation or low 
volume of the sales in the domestic market of the exporting country 
or territory, such sales do not permit a proper comparison, the 
normal value shall be either:- 

a. Comparable representative price of the like article 
when exported from the exporting country or territory or an 
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appropriate third country as determined in accordance with 
the rules made under sub-section (6); or 

b. The cost of production of the said article in the country 
of origin along with reasonable addition for administrative, 
selling and general costs, and for profits, as determined in 
accordance with the rules made under sub-section (6)”; 

Provided that in the case of import of the article from a 
country other than the country of origin and where the article 
has been merely transhipped through the country of export 
or such article is not produced in the country of export or 
there is no comparable price in the country of export, the 
normal value shall be determined with reference to its price 
in the country of origin. 

8. The Authority sent questionnaires to all the known exporters for the 
purpose of determination of normal value in accordance with Section 
9A(1)(c). None of the exporters have responded to the questionnaire as 
per letter to the exporters and exporters’ questionnaire. In fact there are no 
arguments from any of the exporters in this investigation. 

Russia 

(a) Co-operation 

9. None .of the exporters from the subject country has responded to 
the questionnaire in the form and manner required as per letter to the 
exporters and exporters’ questionnaire. The Authority recalls that it had 
sent letters to all the known exporters including their embassy at the time 
of initiation and a copy of the non-confidential application was also 
forwarded to all the known exporters from the Russian federation. Further, 
all the exporters including their embassy were invited during the public 
hearing which was chaired by the Authority on 27 th February 2004. The 
public hearing was amended by the officials of Russian Embassy in Delhi 
though no written submission or rejoinder or comments from any of the 
exporters or embassy were made to the Authority. In fact there are no 
arguments from any of the exporters in this investigation. Amongst the 
importers, M/s Dupont India had not submitted any non-confidential 
response to the Authority and it is seen that none of the other exporters 
had submitted response in the form and manner as prescribed in the 
importers questionnaire. However all arguments pertaining to the various 
issues raised by various interested parties have been dealt to the extent 
these have been found as relevant by the Authority. WTO agreement on 
Anti Dumping states as in this regard. “As soon as possible after the 
initiation of the investigation, the investigating authorities should specify in 
detail the information required from any interested party, and the manner 
in which that information should be structured by the interested party in its 
response. The authorities should also ensure that the party is aware that 
if information is not supplied within a reasonable time, the authorities will 
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be free to make determinations on the basis of the facts available, 
including those contained In the application for the initiation of the 
investigation by the domestic industry-" As no information has been 
submitted by any of the exporters from Russia, the Authority treats all the 
exporters in this investigation as uncooperative. 

(b) Normal Value & Export Price: 


10. In view of non-cooperation from any exporters from the subject 
country, the Designated Authority has no option but to proceed on 
the basis of best information available. It is also noted that the claim 
made by the petitioner with regard to determination of normal value 
has also not been disputed by the exporter or other interested 
parties. Under the circumstances, normal value under the rules is 
constructed on the basis of facts available as per rule 6(8) of the Anti¬ 
dumping Rules. Therefore, the information available on the costs of 
the production along with a SGA with a reasonable margin for the 
profit has been taken as the basis of the determination of normal 
value for the exporters in the subject country. Export price at ex 
factory level has been determined with the available data from 
DGCIS and with adjustments as per the facts available. 

(c) Comparison: 

11. For the purpose of a fair comparison between the normal value and 
export price at an ex factory level, due allowance; has been allowed in 
respect of transport, insurance, handling and other costs. 

(d) Dymeipfl M argi n : 

12. In accordance with Rule 6(IV) of annexure I to the anti dumping 
rules, the dumping margin has been determined on the basis of 
constructed normal value with the weighted average export price at an ex 
factory level. The comparison showed the existence of dumping of the 
subject goods by the exporter during the POI. The weighted average 
dumping margin, expressed, as a percentage to the export price has been 
determined and is 105%. 
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Country 

NV Ex 

mmmm 

DM 

DM % 

US$ 

us$ 

US$ 

% 

Russia 

**** 

**★* 

**** 

105% 


E. Injury 

Domestic consumption/demand 


13. For the calculation of the Domestic consumption/demand of the 
product under consideration, the authority added the sales volume of 
the domestic industry to the total imports into India. On this basis, the 
domestic demand or consumption of the subject goods in the domestic 
market increased as shown in the table below. 



1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

POI 

Annualized 

Imports - Russia 
MT 

98 

— 

109 

157 

158 

Indexed 

wmmum 

111 

160 

161 

Imports - Other 
Countries MT 

368 

383 

576 

742 

Indexed 

WEsSESMi 

104.07 

156.52 

201.63 

Sales of Domestic 
industry MT 

280 

372 

381 

290 

Indexed 


132.85 


103.57 

Demand MT 

746 

864 


1191 

Indexed 

100.00 

115.81 

149.32 

159.65 


It is noted that the demand of the product under consideration shows 
positive trend. The absolute quantum of imports from subject country 
increased during the period under consideration. 


14. The Authority has also examined impact of changes in demand 
on price of the domestic industry. It is found that while demand 
increased, imports from subject countries as also other countries also 
shows significant positive trend in the volume. In fact import from other 
countries has also increased significantly in the demand. Regarding 
imports from other countries, China is the major exporter-exporting 
product under consideration during the period under consideration. 
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The Authority recalls that the domestic industry had filed an application 
against imports from China, and for which investigation is under 
progress by the Designated Authority. 

Imports originating in the subject country and other countries 
Volume of imports 


15. The volume of dumped imports of the product under consideration 
from Russia as also from other countries is given in the table below. 



1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

POI 

Annualized 

ImpoVts - Russia 
(MT) 

98 

109 

157 

158 

Indexed 

100.00 

111.46 

160.35 

161.54 

Imports - Other 
Countries (MT) 

368 

383 

576 

742 

Indexed 

100.00 

104.07 

156.52 

201.63 

Total Imports 

(MT) 

466 

492 

733 

900 

Indexed 

100.00 

105.57 

157.51 

193.34 


It is evident from the above that imports from subject country have 
increased by 62% over the period 1 under consideration. The authority 
further notes that the domestic consumption increased by 59 % during the 
period under consideration. It is therefore concluded that there has been 
steady and significant increase in demand and also the volume of dumped 
imports has significantly increased over the period under consideration 
and increase in imports has been more than increase in demand, resulting 
into decline in share of domestic industry. 


Share of subject country in total imports: 


16. Over the period under consideration, the share of the dumped 
imports from the subject countries remain at significant level. As 
present investigation is a review investigation, therefore, anti dumping 
duty continues to be in force. However, even after the imposition of 
anti dumping duty, imports remain at a significant level. It is therefore, 
noted by the Designated Authority that market share of dumped 
imports from Russia remains at significant level. 
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1999-00 


2001-02 

POI 

Annualized 

Market Share in ImDorts 


98 

109 

157 

158 

Share 

21.00 

22.18 

21.42 

17.56 

Other Countries (MT) 

368 

383 

576 

742 

Share of other 
countries 

78.91 . 

77.85 

78.58 

82.44 

Share of ftpssia as a 
proportion to domestic 
production 

32.32 

30.07 

45.80 

42.54 

Share of Russia as a 
proportion to 
consumption 

13.12 

12.63 

14.09 

17.56 


The Designated Authority has examined share of Russia in total 
imports of subject goods in India. It may be seen that Russian share in 
total imports have declined, which could be due to imposition of duty 
against Russia and commencement of imports from newer sources. 

Market share of dumped imports in total demand 


17. The Authority has also examined share of dumped imports from 
subject countries in demand of subject goods in India. The Authority finds 
that share of subject country, which was 13.12% in 1999-2000 marginally 
increased to 13.29% during the POL The demand, however, increased to 
17.56%. 


Market share in Demand % 


2000-01 

2001-02 

POI 

Domestic industry 

37.51 

43.06 

34.17 

24.37 

Imports - Russia 

13.12 

12.63 

14.09 

13.29 

Imports - Other Countries 

49.37 

44.31 

51.74 

62.44 

Chanaes in market share - over period under consideration 

Dumped imports 


-0.49 

0.97 

4.44 

Other imports 


-5.06 

2.37 

8.7 

Domestic industry 


5.55 

-3.34 

-13.14 


* 


It is evident from the above that domestic industry has lost significant 
market share, which is captured by subject countries as also other 
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countries. As mentioned earlier, in other countries, China is a major 

exporter of the subject goods, against which investigation is under 
progress. 


Market share of dumped imports in production in India 

18. It is found that dumped imports from subject country have 
increased in relation to production of the domestic industry. 



1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

POI 

Annuali 

zed 

Imports from 
Russia in 
relation to 
production 

32.32. 

30.07 

45.80 

42.54 

Year by year 
change 


-2.25 

13.48 

.— 

10.22 


On the basis of above examination, it is concluded that there 
has been a significant rise in the market share of dumped 
imports from Russia during the period under consideration as 
compared to previous years. 


Evolution of import price 


19. During the period under consideration, the 

average CIF prices of the imports originated in Russia decreased 
significantly by 13.00%.. 


Rs. Per Kg 

1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

POI 

Annualized 

CIF import 
price - 
Russia 
Rs/Kg 

333.22 

395.16 

389.57 

289.87 

Year by 
year 
change 


18.59 

-1.41 

-25.59 
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The Authority notes that prices of the subject goods fluctuate in view 
of the feet that the input prices also keep fluctuating. It is evident from 
the above that import price of PTFE from Russia, which was 
increasing over period under consideration till 2001-02 declined 
significantly during the period of investigation. 


Price Undercutting. 

20. A comparison for selling price of domestic industry and 
landed price of imported material was made between the Russia and 
the domestic industries selling price in the domestic market, net of all 
rebates and taxes to unrelated customers, at the same level of trade. 
The prices of the domestic industry were determined at the ex factory 
level. The CIF prices of Russia were added for post importation 
applicable dutie4 (basic customs duty). 


Rs. Per Kg 


2000-01 


POI 

Annualized 

1 CIF export 
price- 
. Russia 
Rs/Kg 

333.22 

395.16 

389.57 

289.87 

Landed 
Value - 
Russia 

437.52 

538.81 

530.47 

395.25 

Net Sales 
Realization 
of Domestic 
industry 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

EamSIBI 

#*** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Price 

Undercutting 

% 




15-20% 


This comparison showed that during the period of investigation, the 
subject goods originating in the subject country were sold in the 
domestic market at prices which undercut the domestic industry's 
prices when expressed as a percentage of the domestic selling 
prices of the domestic industry. 
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Price Underselling 

21. The Authority has also examined the claim of the applicant 
that the domestic industry is suffering on account of the losses from 
the sale of PTFE. The Authority notes that price underselling is an 
important indicator to make an assessment of the injury. The 
Authority has worked out the Non-injurious price for the product 
under consideration and compared the same with the landed value to 
arrive at the extent of price underselling. The analysis shows a 
significant level of incidence of price underselling of 30-40% on 
account of dumped imports from Russia. 


Situation of the Domestic Industry 
Preliminary remarks 

22. For the examination of the impact of the imports on the 
domestic industry in India, the Authority considered such indices 
having a bearing on the state of the industry as production, 
capacity utilization, sales quantum, stock, profitability, net sales 
realization, the magnitude and margin of dumping, etc. in 
accordance with Annexure II (iv) of the Rules supra 

Sales 


23. Sales volumes of domestic industry were as follows:- 


Year 


2000-01 

2001-02 

POI 

Annualized 


280 

372 

380 

290 1 

Trend 

100.00 

132.86 

135.71 

103.57 


746 

864 

1114 

1191 

Market share of 

domestic 

industry 

37.51 

43.06 

34.17 

24.37 


It is seen that the sales volumes of the domestic industry 
increased between 1999-00 and 2001-02. However, sales 
volume have shown declining trend thereafter in the investigation 
period. The sales volumes have shown declining trend even 
when the demand has shown an increase. As a result, the 
market share of the domestic industry has shown a decline even 
when the demand has grown. 
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dutv Is withdrawn 


24, Considering the level of price undarcutHng and price 
sensitivity of the product, there could be further decline in sales 

of the domestic industry. 

r- r •. v-VOCB rrcrt n&BB aj $ 

Profits: «eri 

".'sJSStflOt, ,55. V't VO'.' MiWflf-b .jrii f,f.%rU,r\ i;\p 

25. Profit/loss Of thpdornesttcmdustry per unit df production 
and for the quantities sold has been as underr ^ - * ' J 

Year 1699-00 f 2000-01 2001-02 I POi 


eduction 


Profit/loss before 
, interest (Rs./Kq) 
Tndex wV 
Interest (Rs./kg) 

Net Profit/loss ‘ n 
(Rs./kg) after 
interest - on . - 
sales I ^ 
“^otal Profit/Loss 
before Interest 
index 


kzi-Jn) 


CUTB 

?02 

21 '-':} 

POI 

Annualiz 

ed 

¥2 

**** 

p i 1 

i 

o> 

CD 

& - 

**** 

3 

111 

) 

-77 

**** 

**** 

-43 

-69.2 


have significantly been eroded. The domestic industry 
continues to mdke losses even after khpositjon Of duty. 


Wiafibi^ of the 

domestic Industry* tiave been as under. f 11 i:eme:3n ; 


Deeseioni 
sile tojhsm 



Capacity 
Utilization % 


60.60 


72.60 


68.58 


POI 

Annualiz 

ed 


500 


371.92 


122.75 


74.38 
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Year by year 



-20.06 

Change in 
Production MT 


59.98 


29 


it is seen from the above that production of the domestic industry 
has increased However, it is noted that increase in production 
has not helped the domestic industry as domestic industry 
continues to make losses due to availability of dumped material 
in the domestic market. It is further noted that domestic industry 
has alleged in their application for mid term review that ADD 
imposed earlier in their original investigation is inadequate to tide 
over the injuries being suffered by the them due to dumped 
imports from subject country. 

Market Share 

27. Share of the domestic industry and imports in demand in India 
has been as under: 


Year 

1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

POI 

Annuali 

zed 

Domestic 

industry 

37 

43 

34 

24 

Russia 

13 

13 

14 

18 

Other Sources 

49 

44 

52 

58 

Year bv Year Change 



* 6 

-9 . 

-10 

Russia 


0 

1 

4 

Other Sources 


-5 

8 

6 


It is seen that the share of the domestic industry in demand 
increased significantly between 1999-2000 and 2000-01. 
However, thereafter, the domestic industry has been loosing 
market share. It is also seen that the share of the dumped 
imports from the subject county has increased in period under 
consideration in the total demand. It is also noted that import 
share from other than subject countries has also significantly 
increased. The Authority recalls that significant imports made 
from other countries pertain to imports from China for which a 
separate investigation is currently.underway by the Authority. 
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Employment and Wages 

28. There is no changes in employment level of the domestic 
industry as employees of the domestic industry remains more or 
less same as the company is having policy to letain its 
employees in tough situation with a expectations of better 
tomorrow. In wages, wages of the domestic industry shows 
positive trend due to prevailing rules and laws of the country. 

Productivity : 

29. Productivity of the domestic industry has been as under 



Year 

1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

POI 

Annualiz 

ed 

Productivity per 
Employee 

**** 


.**** 

**** 

Index 

100 

119 

113 

123 

Year by Year 
Change 


0.27 

-0.09 

■H 


It is evident from the above that productivity of the domestic 
industry, which has increased between 1999-00 to 2000-01, 
declined after 2000-01 significantly. However, from the base 
year to the POI, the employee productivity shows a general 
increase. It is also noted that per employee productivity of the 
domestic industry shows positive trend due to increase in 
production and more or less same level of employees. 

Factors affecting domestic prices 


30. The imports from subject countries are resulting in 
significant price undercutting and price underselling in the 
Indian market The landed price of imports is significantly below 
the non injurious price of the domestic industry. Selling prices of 
the domestic industry have declined as may be seen from the 
table below. 


Rs. Per Kg 

1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

POI 

Annual 

ized 

Net Sales 

Realization 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 
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Indexed 

100.00 

9578 

100.76 

92.40 

Price undercutting- 
Russia . 


**** 

**** 

**** 

Cost of production 

***★ 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Index 


79 

82 

87 

iUMKHH 

**** 

• * ... 

**** 

*★** 


Index 

100 

123 

121 

90 


It is evident from the above that landed price form Russia is 
significantly below than net sales realization of the domestic industry 
as also cost of production. Dumped imports have significantly 
undercut the prices of the domestic industry in the Indian market. 

; Return on investments 


31. Return on investments (profit before interest) shows the same 
trend as that of profits as is evident from the table below. 



Effects on cash flow 

f'M 32 The petitioner is a multi product company involved in production 
' of other product also. Cash flow of the domestic industry is reflective 
of operations relating to company as a whole, which include CFM 
operations; in which company is doing well. However, the Authority 
has examined performance of the domestic industry in terms of cash 
profits in relation to the product under consideration alone. Cash 
profit of the domestic industry in relation to the product under 
consideration is shown as under:- 






















































[ qrr I—Tgpjs l ] 




45 


It is evident from the above that cash profit situation of the 
domestic industry declined significantly during the period under 
consideration. 

Inventories: 


33. Inventories with the domestic industry have been as under. 



1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

poi 

Annualized 

Openinq Stock 

108 

83.65 

74.56 

36.68 

Closing Stock 

83.65 1 

74.56 

36.68 

138.77 


It is seen form the above that inventories of the domestic 
industry reduced till 2001-02. However, inventories increased 
thereafter in the period of investigation, which is the highest in 
'the whole period under consideration. This increase in 
inventories is in spite of production curtailed by the domestic 
industry. 

Ability to raise capital investments : 

34. It is noted that company is making losses for the product 
therefore company does not have any pjan at present to expand 
its capacity or to raise any capital for any further expansion. 

QfPWtt l 

35. Domestic industry has faced negative growth so far as 
operations of product under consideration is concerned as 
production, sales have declined and profits of the domestic 
industry have been eroded and now converted into losses. 
Following table shows that domestic industry has negative 
growth in many parameters. 


11 *■ 1 • ■ 1 

1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

POI 

Annualized 

“Sales 

280 

372 

380 n 

290 

Year bv Year trend 


92 

8 

-90 


**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Index 

-100 

-46 

-43 

-69 


Itlthh 

•klilrk 


**** 


-100 

-68 

-68 

-80 
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Market share in 
Demand 

37.51 

43.06 

34.17 

24.37 

Year by Year trend 


5.55 

-8.89 

-9.8 

Cash Profit 

**** 

**** 

**** 



-100 

-63 

-65 

-167 

Inventories 

**** 

**** 

**** 







Year by Year trend 


-9.09 

-37.88 

102.09 


It is seen from the above that domestic industry faced negative growth 
in respect of a number of parameters. 

Conclusions on Iniurv 

36. The authority notes that a significant decline in sales volumes 
(about 24% from the preceding year though a marginal increase from 
the base year), continuous financial losses over the period under 
consideration, decline in market share in demand (significant decline 
after showing increase in 2000-01), positive price undercutting in POI, 
negative return on capital employed , increase in stocks after 
significant decline show significant deterioration in the performance of 
the domestic industry over the injury period. Performance of the 
domestic industry, when compared between 1999-2000 and POI 
improved in terms of market share. However, this can not be 
considered satisfactory, given that the domestic industry had been 
suffering losses and facing injury in preceding period due to dumping 
of subject goods from Russia. On the basis of foregoing, the authority 
concludes that the domestic industry has suffered continued material 
injury from the dumped imports from the subject country. 

Causal link 


37. Increase in volume of imports (by more than 60%) between 
1999-00 and POI has lead to an increase in share of imports in 
demand/consumption. Imports from subject country have increased in 
the total imports as well as in total demand. It has also increased as a 
proportion to the sales made by domestic industry during the period 
under consideration. As a direct consequence, share of domestic 
industry declined between 2000-01 and POI after recording an 
increase between 1999-00 and 2000-01. 

38. Market share of the imports increased after declining 
significantly. As a direct consequence, the market share of the 
domestic industry first increased and thereafter declined significantly. 
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39. Imports from the subject country were undercutting the prices of 
the domestic industry. As a direct consequence, the domestic industry 
was prevented from selling the product at a price which would have 
enabled it to recover its cost of production and earn a reasonable 
profit. This led to deterioration in the performance of the domestic 
industry in terms of profits, cash profits and return on investment. 

40. Even though the employment level of the domestic industry 
declined, the Authority notes that the decline in the employment level 
is an indicator of overall situation of the applicant company and is not 
linked to dumping of the product concerned. 

41. It has been argued by other interested parties that injury to the 
domestic industry could be due to the reasons other than dumped 
imports from subject country. Reasons such as high interest burden 
and high cost of production have been cited as reasons for the injury 
to the domestic industry. The Authority has verified the data pertaining 
to the cost structure of the domestic industry and has also analyzed 
the effect of the interest component on the state of the domestic 
industry. The Authority notes that the Domestic Industry was referred 
to BIFR in April, 1994. BIFR in its Order No.507/94 dated 19.12.1996 
approved the merger of Hindustan Flurocarbons Ltd (HFL) with 
Hindustan Organic Chemicals Ltd (HOCL). As reported in its Annual 
Report for the year 2002-2003, it is mentioned that the company is still 
in the BIFR net. HOCL (the holding company) has submitted 
alternative viable proposal for revival of HFL (subsidiary of HOCL and 
the company under consideration) and submitted the same to IDBI 
and BIFR in respect of rehabilitation packet. The final decision is 
awaited. 

42. The Authority has analysed the components of cost of 
production for the financial year 1999-2000 with 2002-2003. The cost 
of production went up by 11.35% during this period. The company’s 
total sales turnover went down by 11.7%. The company suffered 
approximately 6.12% reduction in its selling price per kg for PTFE. The 
company could realise 26.9% higher selling price and earned profit in 
pase of its another product CFM 22. Despite increased production and 
capacity utilisation of both products, its inability to realise its cost of 
production for PTFE coupled with 28.71% reduction in the landed cost 
of the product under consideration from Russia contributed to the 
overall loss of the company. Though there has been net losses, the 
company has posted gross profit from 1999-2000 onwards. As claimed 
vide its Annual Report for 2002-2003, improvement in working capital 
management and austerity drive on all expenses has helped the 
company to withstand the competitive environment. 
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43. The Authority notes that there is no contraction in the overall 
demand during the period under consideration. On the contrary, the 
demand has increased by 59% during the injury period. It is also 
concluded from the data/information made available to the domestic 
industry by various interested parties that there has not been any 
apparent change in the pattern of consumption of the subject goods. 

44. With regard to the volume and prices of imports not sold at the 
dumped prices, it is noted that apart from the subject country, a 
considerable proportion of the imports from other countries is 
accounted for by China PR. The authority recalls that it has initiated an 
anti-dumping investigation of the subject goods from China PR on the 
basis of a claim filed by the same domestic industry and the 
investigation is currently under progress. In view of the foregoing, it is 
noted that imports from non-subject countries other than China PR are 

considered not to have an impact on the performance of the domestic 
industry. 

45. With regard to trade restrictive practices of and competition 
between foreign and domestic producers, it is further noted that there 
is a single market of the subject goods where dumped imports from 
subject country competes directly with the subject goods produced by 
the domestic industry. On the basis of examination of transaction-wise 
imports from subject country and from the sales records of the 
domestic industry, it appears that the price determines the choice of 
supplier as dumped subject goods are like product to the indigenous 
producer. It is further noted that imported subject goods and 
domestically produced goods are like articles and are used for similar 
application/end uses. Further, there has not been any arguments from 
any of the interested parties with regard to the fact that possible 
developments in technology could have been possible a cause of 
material injury being caused to the domestic industry. 

46. As the domestic industry is not having exports of the product 
possible deterioration in the export performance may not be a possible 
cause for injury to the domestic industry. As regards improvement in 
productivity, the authority notes that during the period under 
consideration, the productivity measures as output per employee per 
year increased significantly. Thus, deterioration in the productivity has 
not been a cause for injury to the domestic industry. 

Conclusions on Causal I ink 


Given the above analysis which has properly distinguished and 
separated the effects of all known factors on the situation of the domestic 
industry from the injurious effects of the dumped imports, it is concluded 
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that these other factors as such did not reverse the fact that the material 
injury found may be attributed to the dumped imports. It is, therefore, 
concluded that the dumped imports originating in the subject country has 
caused material injury to the domestic industry within the meaning of Rule 
11 of Anti Dumping rules and article 3.5 of the Agreement of Anti Dumping. 


Likelihood of continuation of dumping and recurrence of injury if the 
duty is withdrawn 

48. Data of exports of PTFE from Russia to other countries in the 
world made available to the Authority shows that exports of PTFE from 
Russia to countries other than India are also at dumped prices, 
considering the estimates of normal value and the price at which the 
goods have been exported to a number of countries. |t is noted that 
the exporting producers are selling the material at low prices in other 
markets. This clearly suggests that the Indian market would be very 
attractive to imports from Russia should the anti dumping duties not be 
continued. 

Vulnerability of the domestic industry 

49. It is further noted that the domestic industry has suffered 
continued material injury from the dumped imports from subject 
countries. There is a greater possibility that revocation of duty will 
result in higher extent of injury to the domestic industry. Imports from 
China at lower price have shown very significant increase. This shows 
that the Indian Market is vulnerable to imports, should the prices 
offered by the exporters be lower. In view of this fact, the Authority 
notes that the domestic industry is vulnerable to injury, should the 
present anti dumping duty be revoked. 

Significant price undercutting bv imports with current measures 

50. Imports from subject countries were undercutting the prices of 
domestic industry in the Indian market even after duty in force. It is 
noted that should the present anti dumping duty be revoked, the price 
undercutting by imports might increase further. 

Ample production capacity of exporters 

51. The producfifcBfcJn Russia are understood to be holding 
significant productioncapacity. Even though nd Russian producers 
have responded to the Authority and have not cooperated in the 
present investigations, the information made available by the 
interested parties shows that the Russian producers are holding 
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significant capacities. The global 
have been as under¬ 


exports of the product from Russia 


Source; World Trade Atlas 



All countries 

India 


Volume MT 

Price$/kg 

Volume MT 

Price$/Kq 

2001 

10310 

6.79 

188 

r 6.33 

2002 

7625 

6.34 

144 

6.13 

2003 1 

6235 

5,19 

130 

5.35 


51. As against Indian demand of about 1200 MT, it is seen that not 
only the Russian export price to other countries appear higher, but 
also the Russian producers are apparently having huge capacity to 
meet several times of Indian demand. It is therefore noted that 
revocation of anti dumping duty would therefore lead to substantial 
importation of the material. 

Significant market share of imports : 

52. The market share of imports from Russia in demand of subject 
goods in India is quite significant even with the current measures in 
force. The Authority noted that should the current measures be 

allowed to lapse, market share of the imports from Russia would 
increase further. 

Non participation bv exporters 


53. The Authority notes that none of the exporters from Russia have 
responded to the Authority. The Authority has been constrained to 
rely upon other information made available in view of non¬ 
cooperation and non-participation by the exporters from Russia. 

Ma rket conditions and circumstances of exporters : 

54. There is a likelihood that import volumes would increase 
significantly given that the Russian exporting producers (a) are 
exporting at lower prices in some of the world markets and therefore 
would naturally like to sell higher volumes in the Indian market 
should the measures be repealed; (b) have the potential to raise their 
production and export volume in view of their large unused 
production capacity; (c) domestic consumption in Russia is likely to 
stay at relatively low levels in the near future; (d) the exporters have 
not established that their market conditions and circumstances are 
such that the injury to the domestic industry would be unlikely should 
the present measures be allowed to lapse. 
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current dumping margin 

55. The dumping margin in the present review has been found to be 
very significant. In fact, the margin of dumping has significantly 
increased. If anti-dumping duties are removed it is likely that the 
dumping will continue at much higher volumes of imports. Further 
given that the Russian exports to a number of other countries are in 
fact at much lower prices, expiry of the measures would worsen the 
situation of the domestic industry, eventually putting at risk the 
viability of domestic production of subject goods. 

Conclusions 

56. After considering the foregoing the Authority concludes that - 

(i) The subject goods have been exported below their Normal 
Value from subject country during the period under 
investigation. 

(ii) The domestic industry continues to suffer material injury on 
account of dumped Imports from subject country. 

(iii) Injury has been caused to thp domestic industry by the dumped 
imports from subject country and 

(iv) Anti dumping duties are required to be imposed in respect of 
imports from subject country, as withdrawal thereof would lead 
to continuation of dumping and injury. 

57. The Authority considers it appropriate to recommend the 
continuation of anti-dumping duty on imports of PTFE 
originating in or exported from Russia. The amount of anti¬ 
dumping duty shall be equal to the margin of dumping or margin 
of injury, whichever is less and which if levied would remove the 
injury to the domestic industry. The Authority has determined 
that injury margin is the lesser of the two margins. For the 
purpose of determining injury margin, the landed price of 
imports has been compared with the non-injurious selling price 
of the domestic industry determined for the period of 
investigation. As the prices of the input fluctuate significantly in 
the international market, it has been decided to fix the anti 
dumping duty on a reference price basis. The anti dumping duty 
shall be the difference between the amounts mentioned in 
column 9 below and the landed valufe of jniports in US$/Kg. 
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s . 

No 

Sub- 

Heading 

Descri 

ption 

of 

Goods 

Specif 

icatio 

n 

Count 
ry of 
Origin 

Coun 
try of 
Expo 
rt 

Prod 

ucer 

Expo 

rter 

Amo 

unt 

Unit 

of 

Me 

asu 

rem 

ent 

Curr 

ency 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

1 . 

390461 

Polytet 

rafluor 

oethyl 

ene 

(PTFE) 

All 

grades 

Russia 

Any 

Coun 

try 

Any 

Prod 

ucer 

Any 

Expo 

rter 

12.66 

Kg 

US$ 

2 

390461 

Polytet 

rafluor 

oethyl 

ene 

All 

grades 

Any 

Country 

Russia 

Any 

Prod 

ucer 

Any 

Expo 

rter 

12.66 

Kg 

US$ 


58. Landed value of imports for the purpose shall be the 
assessable value as determined by the Customs under the Customs 
Act, 1962 and all duties of customs except duties levied under 
sections 3, 3A, 8B, 9 and 9A of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

59. An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, 
Excise and Service Tax Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Act, 
supra. 


ABHIJIT SENGUPTA, Designated Authority 
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